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nineteenth, should be able rightly to determine Cal-
vafy and the Holy Sepulchre.* T mean no disrespect
to the traveller to whom I allude, which is not due
to one who accuses the Church of Jerusalem of the
fourth century of deliberate fraud. And I make a
great distinction between a learned person like him-
self, who writes with gravity and temper, and the
English writer who has made use of his statements
in a work to which reference has been several times
made at the foot of the page. Yet I do not see why

* As if to meet this  presumption, Dr. Robinson and Mr.
Taylor set themselves to prove incontrovertibly that St. Helena
did fix the site of the Ascension on Mount Olivet wrongly; and
if she was wrong in one case, she might be in another.   And
their proof is as follows : ist, St. Luke in his Gospel says that
our Lord led out His disciples as far as Bethany, therefore He
ascended from Bethany (in spite of his saying in the Acts,
that they returned from Olivet};   2nd,  St.   Luke says that
from Mount Olivet to Jerusalem is a Sabbath-day's journey ;
but the Church of the Ascension is only half a mile from Jeru-
salem.   It has been, usual to say in answer (i) that Bethany
was not only a village, but a district which extended over
a portion of Olivet.   Thus Bethany is considered by Lightfoot,
Chorogr. in Matt. 37; ibid. 4; Chorogr. in Marc. 4;  Hor.
Hebr. in Luc. xxiv. 50. and in Act. Ap. i. 12.    In a previous
work he had thought otherwise, vid.   Comment, in Act. Ap. on
the ground that names of towns and names compounded with
u BethJ> never were extended to a district.    He gets over this
difficulty, in his later work, by saying that the towa was called
from the district, not the district from the town.   The same
explanation of " Bethany " is given by Beza, Grotius, Sanctius,
and De Dieu in Poolers Synopsis.   Again, Spanheim calls it
"tractus mentis Oliveti."   Geogr.  Sacr. part i. fin.    (2) As
to the alleged difficulty of the  Sabbatical distance, it is not